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2. This REPORT consists of a total of 6 sheets, including this cover sheet, 

3. This report is also accompanied by ANNEXES, comprising: 

a. 12 sent to the applicant and to the International Bureau) a total of 3 sheets, as follows: 

53 ch«otQ nf the descriotion claims andybr drawings which have been amended and are the basis of this report 
an£r £^M^SSS^ authorized by this Authority (see Rule 70.16 and Section 607 of the 
Administrative instructions). 

□ sheets which supersede earlier sheets, but which this Authority considers contain an amendment that _ goes 
beyond^he disclosure in the international application as filed, as indicated in item 4 of Box No. I and the 
Supplemental Box. 

h n fcent to the International Bureau only) a total of (indicate type and number of electronic carriers)) , containing a 
fequeS related thereto, in computer readable form only, as indicated in the Supplemental 

lox Sing to Sequence Listing (see Section 802 of the Administrative Instructions). 
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Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 
Certain documents cited 
Certain defects in the international application 
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Box No. I Basis of the report 



1 With regard to the language, this report is based on the international application in the .anguage in which it was 
filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ This report is based on translations from the original language into the following language . 
which language of a translation furnished for the purposes of: 

□ international search (under Rules 1 2.3 and 23.1 (b)) 

□ publication of the international application (under Rule 12.4) 

□ international preliminary examination (under Rules 55.2 andfor 55.3) 

report as "originally filed" and are not annexed to this report): 



Description, Pages 
1-10 



as originally filed 



Claims, Numbers 
1-20 



filed with telefax on 22.04.2005 



Drawings, Sheets 

1/3-3)3 



as originally filed 



□ a sequence listing and/br any related table(s) - see Supplemental Box Relating to Sequence Listing 

3. a The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages 
12 the claims, Nos. 21,22 

□ the drawings, sheets/Figs 

□ the sequence listing (specify): 

□ any table(s) related to sequence listing (specify): 

Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)). 

□ the description, pages 
El the claims, Nos. 2 

□ the drawings, sheetsyfigs 

□ the sequence listing (specify): 

□ any table(s) related to sequence listing (specify): 

* If item 4 applies, some or all of these sheets may be marKe* "superseded." 
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Box NoV "Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



Statement 
Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 

Industrial applicability (IA) 



Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 

Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 

Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 



1-20 

1-20 
1-20 



2. Citations and explanations (Rule 70.7): 
see separate sheet 



— Box No- Vlll Certain observations on the internati onal application 

The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the 
claims are fully supported by the description, are made: 

see separate sheet 
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Re Item I 

Basis of the report 

The amended claims 1 as well as 3 to 20 filed with fax from 22.04.2005 fulfil the 
requirements of Article 34(2)(b) PCT are therefore considered for the present report 
However, amended claim 2 does not fulfil the requirements of Art.de 34(2)(b) PCT as the 
value "2.99" has no basis in the originally filed application. Dependent claim 2 is therefore 
discussed in its originally filed wording (see also point VIII below). 

statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1 . Reference is made to the following documents: 

D1 • US-A-4 221 599 (DELEUIL MICHEL) 9 September 1 980 
D2: DD 269 295 A (VEB KOMBINAT KALI) 28 June 1989 
D3: EP-A-0 269 736 (BRUSS POLT I) 8 June 1988 

2 After consideration of the comments set our by the applicant in his letter f rom 
22 04 2005 the present application still does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) 
PCT, because the subject-matter of claims 1 to 20 does not involve an inventive step 
in the sense of Article 33(3) PCT. 

The document D2 is regarded as being the closest prior art to the subject-matter of 
independent claims 1 and 19, and discloses. (the references in parentheses applying 
to this document): 

A method for preparing gypsum boards (page 2; lines 23 to 26) comprising mixing a 
calcium sulfate hemihydrate binder with natural gypsum stone as an inert aggregate 
(page 2- lines 30 to 35). D2 explicitly discloses the gypsum aggregate to be granular 
of a specified particle size (page 3; lines 8 to 10), which falls into the scope of 
independent claim 1 . 
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The subject-matter of claim 1 therefore differs from D2 in that no specific surface 
area is specified for the inert gypsum filler. 

However it appears, that the skilled man seeking to improve sound proofing 
properties of the resulting gypsum boards would take account of D1 , which already 
mentions this problem (D1 : column 1 : lines 62 to 64) and discloses shaped gypsum 
panels derived from stucco compositions comprising "wet" (uncalcined) gypsum as 
an inert aggregate with specific surface areas of 0.1 to 0.4 m 2 /g (column 4; lines 12 to 
30) and would apply these features with corresponding effect to a gypsum board 
according to document D2 , thereby arriving at method for preparing gypsum boards 
according to claim 1 . Consequently also independent claim 19 can not be considered 
to be inventive. 

As the feature of use of a synthetic gypsum such as phosphogypsum is also known 
from D1 independent claims 12 and 20 can also not be regarded to be inventive. . 

3 Dependent claims 2 to 1 1 and 1 4 to 1 8 do not contain any features which, in 
* combination with the features of any claim to which they refer, meet the requ.rements 
of the PCT in respect of inventive step, the reasons being as follows: 

- The features of dependent claims 2, 3, 6 to 1 0 and 1 4 to 1 7 are described in D1 as 
providing the same advantages as in the present application. The stalled person 
would therefore regard it as a normal option to include these features in the 
preparation of gypsum boards described in document D2 in order to solve the 
problem posed. 

- The features of dependent claims 1 1 and 1 8 are already known from document D3, 
which discloses the preparation gypsum boards (page 1 ; lines 7 to 10) from mixtures 
of a calcium sulfate hemihydrate binder with gypsum stone (example 8) or waste 
qypsum such as phosphogypsum (example 6), which may be replaced also by 
shredded waste gypsum boards (page 4; lines 2 to 4). It would therefore be obvious 

• to the person stalled in the art, to apply these features with correspond.ng effect to a 
mixture comprising hemihydrate and uncalcined gypsum of a specified surface area, 
thereby arriving at gypsum boards according to claims 11 and 18. 
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The features of dependent claims 4 and 5 are merely one of several straightforward 
possibilities from which the skilled person would select, in accordance with 
circumstances, without the exercise of inventive skill, in order to solve the problem 
posed. 



Re Item VIII 

Certain observations on the international application 

The application does not meet the requirements of Article 6 PCT, because claims 2 and 1 3 
are not clear. 

Claim 2 is not clear as the range of the specific surface area includes the value of 0,3 
m 2 /g, which is contradictory to the scope of independent claim 1 . Without infringing ^ 
Article 34(2)(b) PCT the range could be suitably be expressed as "0.1 to < 0.3 m 2 /g". 

The features of dependent claim 1 3 are (with amendments from 22.04.2005) fully 
incorporated into the subject-matter of independent claim 12, rendering said claim 13 
therefore redundant. 
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